Page 1



3GPP TSG-SA WG2 Meeting #73 
(
S2-093130
Tallinn, Estonia, 11 - 15 May, 2009
	CR-Form-v9.4

	CHANGE REQUEST

	

	(

	23.203
	CR
	0311
	(

rev
	-
	(

Current version:
	9.0.0
	(


	

	For HELP on using this form look at the pop-up text over the (
 symbols. Comprehensive instructions on how to use this form can be found at http://www.3gpp.org/specs/CR.htm.

	


	Proposed change affects:
(

	UICC apps(

	
	ME
	
	Radio Access Network
	
	Core Network
	X


	

	Title:
(

	Detecting and Reporting Limited PCC 

	
	

	Source to WG:
(

	Ericsson

	Source to TSG:
(

	S2

	
	

	Work item code:
(

	TEI-9
	
	Date: (

	04/05/2009

	
	
	
	
	

	Category:
(

	B
	
	Release: (

	Rel-9

	
	Use one of the following categories:
F  (correction)
A  (corresponds to a correction in an earlier release)
B  (addition of feature), 
C  (functional modification of feature)
D  (editorial modification)

Detailed explanations of the above categories can
be found in 3GPP TR 21.900.
	Use one of the following releases:
R99
(Release 1999)
Rel-4
(Release 4)
Rel-5
(Release 5)
Rel-6
(Release 6)
Rel-7
(Release 7)
Rel-8
(Release 8)
Rel-9
(Release 9)

	
	

	Reason for change:
(

	Annex L specifies that static configuration in H-PCRF and OCS is used to detect whether event reporting is restricted or not by the VPLMN. The solution based on static configuration presents some problems documented in S2-093149:

· A static configuration in the OCS and the PCRF cannot for the moment be based on a VPLMN identifier provided by the PCEF in all cases.

· A pre-configured mapping table for all possible PLMNs support of PCC must be syncronized between the PCRFs and OCS instances in the HPLMN. This means that a centralized OAM system is required to perform the task to configure and maintain all the H-PCRF’s and the OCS with up to date information.

· In deployment scenarios where some A-GW in a PLMN support Gxx and some A-GWs do not, the mapping tables become even more complex since they may have to include the full IP addresses of the A-GWs. 



	
	

	Summary of change:
(

	A procedure is proposed to detect whether event reporting and dynamic QoS control is supported or not in the current IP-CAN that the user is attached to and then to report this to the AF, OCS and the PCEF. 

	
	

	Consequences if 
(

not approved:
	The AF can not be informed about current PCC capabilities, this may lead to incorrect actions performed by the AF. Service delivery may suffer some degradation or it may even not be possible to be completed.
Scalability and maintanability problems since all A-GW capabilities to provide QoS reservation per IP addreses needs to be configured.

	
	

	Clauses affected:
(

	6.2.1.0, 6.2.2.1, 6.2.3, Annex L

	
	

	
	Y
	N
	
	

	Other specs
(

	
	X
	 Other core specifications
(

	

	affected:
	
	X
	 Test specifications
	

	
	
	X
	 O&M Specifications
	

	
	

	Other comments:
(

	 


********************* 1st change ********************

6.2.1.0
General

The PCRF encompasses policy control decision and flow based charging control functionalities.

The PCRF provides network control regarding the service data flow detection, gating, QoS and flow based charging (except credit management) towards the PCEF.

The PCRF shall apply the security procedures, as required by the operator, before accepting service information from the AF.

The PCRF shall decide how a certain service data flow shall be treated in the PCEF, and ensure that the PCEF user plane traffic mapping and treatment is in accordance with the user's subscription profile.

If Gxx applies, the PCRF shall provide QoS rules with identical service data flow templates as provided to the PCEF in the PCC rules. If the service data flow is tunnelled at the BBERF, the PCRF shall provide the BBERF with information received from the PCEF to enable the service data flow detection in the mobility tunnel at the BBERF.

The PCRF should for an IP‑CAN session derive, from IP‑CAN specific restrictions, operator policy and SPR data, the list of permitted QoS class identifiers and associated GBR and MBR limits for the IP‑CAN session.

The PCRF may check that the service information provided by the AF is consistent with both the operator defined policy rules and the related subscription information as received from the SPR during IP‑CAN session establishment before storing the service information. The service information shall be used to derive the QoS for the service. The PCRF may reject the request received from the AF when the service information is not consistent with either the related subscription information or the operator defined policy rules and as a result the PCRF shall indicate that this service information is not covered by the subscription information or by operator defined policy rules and may indicate, in the response to the AF, the service information that can be accepted by the PCRF (e.g. the acceptable bandwidth). In the absence of other policy control mechanisms outside the scope of PCC, it is recommended that the PCRF include this information in the response.

For IMS, it shall be possible for the PCRF to verify that the IMS service information is associated with a UE IP address belonging to an emergency APN. If the IMS service information does not contain an emergency indication and the UE IP address is  associated with an emergency APN, the PCRF shall reject the IMS service information provided by the P‑CSCF (and thus to trigger the release of the associated IMS session), see TS 23.167 [21].

In this Release, the PCRF supports only a single Rx reference point, i.e. there is one AF for each AF session.

The PCRF authorizes QoS resources. The PCRF uses the service information received from the AF (e.g. SDP information or other available application information) and/or the subscription information received from the SPR to calculate the proper QoS authorization (QoS class identifier, bitrates). The PCRF may also take into account the requested QoS received from the PCEF via Gx interface.

NOTE 1:
The PCRF provides always the maximum values for the authorized QoS even if the requested QoS is lower than what can be authorized.

The Authorization of QoS resources shall be based on complete service information unless the PCRF is required to perform the authorization of QoS resources based on incomplete service information. The PCRF shall after receiving the complete service information, update the affected PCC rules accordingly.

The PCRF may use the subscription information as basis for the policy and charging control decisions. The subscription information may apply for both session based and non-session based services.

The PCRF determines whether a Gx session from the PCEF is to be linked with a Gateway Control Session from the BBERF by matching the IP address(es) and conditionally the UE Identity and PDN ID towards open Gateway Control Sessions.

If the BBERF does not provide any PDN ID at the Gateway Control Session Establishment, then the PCRF maintains Gateway Control Session to Gx session linking to the Gx sessions where the assigned CoA and UE Identity (if available over Gxx) are equal. The PCRF and BBERF shall be capable of separating information for each IP‑CAN session within the common Gateway Control Session.

If the BBERF provides a PDN ID at the Gateway Control Session Establishment, then the PCRF maintains Gateway Control Session to Gx session linking where the UE identity and PDN ID are equal.

The PCRF determines which case applies as described on clause 7.1.

The PCRF shall support to receive at Indication of IP-CAN session establishment and at PCEF initiated IP-CAN session modification triggered by a change of type of IP-CAN, an indication of whether QoS reservation capabilities are supported or not by the PCEF as defined in clause 6.2.2.1. The PCRF shall determine based on the value of this indication whether a Gateway Control Session is required or not to provide dynamic QoS control and event reporting. If such an indicator is not provided then the PCRF may apply local configuration as described in Appendix L to determine this.

The PCRF shall determine that event reporting is not restricted and dynamic QoS control is possible if a Gateway Control Session is required and if it was detected by the PCRF or if no Gateway Control Session is required. Otherwise, the PCRF shall determine that event reporting is restricted and dynamic QoS control is not possible.

The PCRF shall inform the PCEF whether event reporting is restricted or not in the response to the IP-CAN session establishment, in the response to the PCEF initiated IP-CAN session modification triggered by a change of an IP-CAN type and at PCRF Initiated IP-CAN session modification. If the PCEF provided information about required event triggers and the PCRF informs that event reporting is restricted the PCRF shall cancel the subscription to these event triggers so that they do not longer apply for the IP-CAN session.

The PCRF shall inform the AF whether event reporting is restricted or not at AF session establishment or modification. If the AF provided session information or required notification of bearer events and the the PCRF informs that event reporting is not restricted, the PCRF shall cancel the subscription to these event triggers so that do not longer apply for the IP-CAN session.

If an AF requests the PCRF to report on the signalling path status, for the AF session, the PCRF shall, upon indication of loss of resources from the PCEF, for PCC rules corresponding to the signalling traffic notify the AF on changes to the signalling path status. The PCRF needs to have the knowledge of which PCC rules identify signalling traffic.

To support the different IP‑CAN bearer establishment modes (UE-only or UE/NW) the PCRF shall:

-
shall set the IP‑CAN bearer establishment mode for the IP‑CAN session based on operator configuration, network and UE capabilities;

-
shall, if the bearer establishment mode is UE/NW, decide what mode (UE or NW) shall apply for a PCC rule and resolve race conditions between for requests between UE-initiated and NW-initiated requests;

NOTE 2:
For an operator-controlled service, the UE and the PCRF may be provisioned with information indicating which mode is to be used.

-
may reject a UE request that is already served by a NW-initiated procedure in progress. When rejecting a UE-initiated request by sending a reject indication, the PCRF shall use an appropriate cause value which shall be delivered to the UE.

NOTE 3:
This situation may e.g. occur if the PCRF has already triggered a NW-initiated procedure that corresponds to the UE request.

-
guarantee the precedence of dynamic PCC rules for network controlled services in the service data flow detection process at the PCEF by setting the PCC rule precedence information to appropriate values.

If an AF requests the PCRF to report on the change of type of IP‑CAN, the PCRF shall provide to the AF the information about the IP‑CAN type the user is currently using and upon indication of change of IP‑CAN type, notify the AF on changes of the type of IP‑CAN. In the case of 3GPP IP‑CAN, the information of the Radio Access Technology Type (e.g. UTRAN) shall be also reported to the AF.

If Gxx applies and the PCEF provided information about required event triggers, the PCRF shall provide these event triggers to the BBERF and notify the PCEF of the outcome of the provisioning procedure by using the PCRF initiated IP‑CAN Session Modification procedure, as defined in clause 7.4.2. The PCRF shall include the parameter values received in the response from the BBERF in the notification to the PCEF.

When the PCRF gets an event report from the BBERF that is required by the PCEF, the PCRF shall forward this event report to the PCEF.

********************* End of 1st change ********************

********************* 2nd change ********************

6.2.2
Policy and Charging Enforcement Function (PCEF)

6.2.2.1
General

The PCEF encompasses service data flow detection, policy enforcement and flow based charging functionalities.

This functional entity is located at the Gateway (e.g. GGSN in the GPRS case, and PDG in the WLAN case). It provides service data flow detection, user plane traffic handling, triggering control plane session management (where the IP‑CAN permits), QoS handling, and service data flow measurement as well as online and offline charging interactions.

A PCEF shall ensure that an IP packet, which is discarded at the PCEF as a result from policy enforcement or flow based charging, is neither reported for offline charging nor cause credit consumption for online charging.

NOTE:
For certain cases e.g. suspected fraud an operator shall be able to block the service data flow but still be able to account for any packets associated with any blocked service data flow.

The PCEF is enforcing the Policy Control as indicated by the PCRF in two different ways:

-
Gate enforcement. The PCEF shall allow a service data flow, which is subject to policy control, to pass through the PCEF if and only if the corresponding gate is open;

-
QoS enforcement:

-
QoS class identifier correspondence with IP‑CAN specific QoS attributes. The PCEF shall be able to convert a QoS class identifier value to IP‑CAN specific QoS attribute values and determine the QoS class identifier value from a set of IP‑CAN specific QoS attribute values.

-
PCC rule QoS enforcement. The PCEF shall enforce the authorized QoS of a service data flow according to the active PCC rule (e.g. to enforce uplink DSCP marking).

-
IP‑CAN bearer QoS enforcement. The PCEF controls the QoS that is provided to a combined set of service data flows. The policy enforcement function ensures that the resources which can be used by an authorized set of service data flows are within the "authorized resources" specified via the Gx interface by "authorized QoS". The authorized QoS provides an upper bound on the resources that can be reserved (GBR) or allocated (MBR) for the IP‑CAN bearer. The authorized QoS information is mapped by the PCEF to IP‑CAN specific QoS attributes. During IP-CAN bearer QoS enforcement, if packet filters are provided to the UE, the BBERF shall provide packet filters with the same content as that in the SDF template filters received over the Gx/Gxx interface.

The PCEF is enforcing the charging control in the following way:

-
For a service data flow (defined by an active PCC rule) that is subject to charging control, the PCEF shall allow the service data flow to pass through the PCEF if and only if there is a corresponding active PCC rule with and, for online charging, the OCS has authorized credit for the charging key. The PCEF may let a service data flow pass through the PCEF during the course of the credit re-authorization procedure.

For a service data flow (defined by an active PCC rule) that is subject to both Policy Control and Charging Control, the PCEF shall allow the service data flow to pass through the PCEF if and only if the right conditions from both policy control and charging control happen. I.e. the corresponding gate is open and in case of online charging the OCS has authorized credit for its charging key.

For a service data flow (defined by an active PCC rule) that is subject to policy control only and not charging control, the PCEF shall allow the service data flow to pass through the PCEF if and only if the conditions for policy control are met.

A PCEF may be served by one or more PCRF nodes. The PCEF shall contact the appropriate PCRF based on the packet data network (PDN) connected to, together with, a UE identity information (if available, and which may be IP‑CAN specific). It shall be possible to ensure that the same PCRF is contacted for a specific UE irrespective of the IP‑CAN used.

The PCEF shall, on request from the PCRF, modify a PCC rule, using the equivalent PCEF behaviour as the removal of the old and the activation of the new (modified) PCC rule. The PCEF shall modify a PCC rule as an atomic operation. The PCEF shall not modify a predefined PCC rule on request from the PCRF.

The PCEF should support predefined PCC rules.

For online charging, the PCEF shall manage credit as defined in clause 6.1.3.

The operator may apply different PCC rules depending on different PLMN. The PCEF shall be able to provide identifier of serving network to the PCRF, which may be used by the PCRF in order to select the PCC rule to be applied.

The operator may configure whether Policy and Charging Control is to be applied based on different access point.

The PCEF shall gather and report IP‑CAN bearer usage information according to clause 6.1.2. The PCEF may have a pre-configured Default charging method. Upon the initial interaction with the PCRF, the PCEF shall provide pre-configured Default charging method if available.

At IP‑CAN session establishment the PCEF shall initiate the IP‑CAN Session Establishment procedure, as defined in clause 7.2. In case the SDF is tunnelled at the BBERF, the PCEF shall inform the PCRF about the mobility protocol tunnelling header of the service data flows. If no PCC rule was activated for the IP‑CAN session the PCEF shall reject the IP‑CAN session establishment.

If there is no PCC rule active for a successfully established IP‑CAN session at any later point in time, e.g., through a PCRF initiated IP‑CAN session modification, the PCEF shall initiate an IP‑CAN session termination procedure, as defined in clause 7.3.2. If the PCRF terminates the Gx session, the PCEF shall initiate an IP‑CAN session termination procedure, as defined in clause 7.3.2.

If there is no PCC rule active for a successfully established IP‑CAN bearer at any later point in time, e.g., through a PCRF initiated IP‑CAN session modification, the PCEF shall initiate an IP‑CAN bearer termination procedure, as defined in clause 7.4.1.

If the IP‑CAN session is modified, e.g. by changing the characteristics for an IP‑CAN bearer, the PCEF shall first use the event trigger to determine whether to request the PCC rules for the modified IP‑CAN session from the PCRF; afterwards, the PCEF shall use the re-authorisation triggers, if available, in order to determine whether to require re-authorisation for the PCC rules that were either unaffected or modified. If the PCEF receives an unsolicited update of the PCC rules from the PCRF (IP‑CAN session modification, clause 7.4.2), the PCC rules shall be activated, modified or removed as indicated by the PCRF.

The PCEF shall inform the PCRF about the outcome of a PCC rule operation. If network initiated procedures apply for the PCC rule and the corresponding IP‑CAN bearer can not be established or modified to satisfy the bearer binding, then the PCEF shall reject the activation of a PCC rule.

NOTE:
In case of a rejection of a PCC rule activation the PCRF may e.g. modify the attempted PCC rule, de-activate or modify other PCC rules and retry activation or abort the activation attempt and, if applicable, inform the AF that transmission resources are not available.

If network initiated procedures for IP‑CAN bearer establishment apply this also includes provisioning the UE with uplink traffic mapping information. See Annex A and Annex D for details.

If another IP‑CAN session is established by the same user, this is treated independently from the existing IP‑CAN session.

To support the different IP‑CAN bearer establishment modes (UE-only or UE/NW) the PCEF shall:

-
forward the network and UE capabilities to the PCRF;

-
apply the IP‑CAN bearer establishment mode for the IP‑CAN session set by the PCRF.

During an IP‑CAN session modification, the PCEF shall provide information (belonging to the IP‑CAN bearer established or modified) to the PCRF as follows:

-
in UE-only bearer establishment mode, the PCEF shall send the full QoS and traffic mapping information;

-
in UE/NW bearer establishment mode, the PCEF shall:

-
at UE-initiated bearer establishment, send the full QoS and traffic mapping information;

-
at UE-initiated bearer modification, send information on the requested change to QoS bitrates and changes to the traffic mapping information;

-
at NW-initiated bearer establishment or modification, the PCEF shall not send any QoS or traffic mapping information.

The PCEF shall report at Indication of IP-CAN session establishment procedure and at PCEF-initiated IP-CAN session modification procedure triggered by an IP-CAN type change whether QoS reservation capabilities are available or not at the PCEF. QoS reservation capabilities are only available at the PCEF in case GTP is used as the mobility protocol towards the PCEF.

The PCEF shall support to receive in the response to the Indication of IP-CAN session establishment procedure, in the response to the PCEF initiated IP-CAN session Modification procedure or in the PCRF initiated IP-CAN session modification procedure an indication on whether event reporting is restricted or not in this type of IP-CAN as described in 6.2.1.0.  The PCEF shall inform the OCS at credit authorization whether event reporting is restricted or not. The OCS shall not attempt to set event triggers that cannot be reported by the PCEF. If no information is not provided on whether event reporting is restricted or not then the OCS may apply local configuration as described in Appendix L to determine this.

If there are events which can not be monitored in the PCEF and the PCRF informed that event reporting was possible, the PCEF shall provide the information about the required event triggers to the PCRF using the PCEF initiated IP‑CAN Session Modification procedure, as defined in clause 7.4.1, or in the response to a PCRF initiated IP‑CAN Session Modification, as defined in clause 7.4.3. If the triggers were provided by the OCS at credit authorization, it is an implementation option whether a successful confirmation is required from the PCRF in order for the PCEF to consider the credit (re-)authorization procedure to be successful.

IP‑CAN-specific parameters may be sent by the PCRF to the PCEF or the PCEF to the PCRF. The IP‑CAN Session Modification procedure may be used to deliver these parameters to allow interaction between the BBERF and the PCEF by way of the PCRF. This is required in accesses that require these parameters to be sent indirectly.

********************* End of 2nd change ********************

********************* 3rd change ********************

6.2.3
Application Function (AF)

The Application Function (AF) is an element offering applications that require dynamic policy and/or charging control over the IP‑CAN user plane behaviour. The AF shall communicate with the PCRF to transfer dynamic session information, required for PCRF decisions as well as to receive IP‑CAN specific information and notifications about IP‑CAN bearer level events. One example of an AF is the P‑CSCF of the IM CN subsystem.

The AF shall support to receive in the response to the AF session initiation or modification procedures or in connection with the PCEF-Initiated IP CAN Session Modification procedures, an indication on whether event reporting is restricted or not as described in 6.2.1.0. The AF shall not attempt to subscribe to events that cannot be reported by the PCRF.

The AF may receive an indication that the service information is not accepted by the PCRF together with service information that the PCRF would accept. In that case, the AF rejects the service establishment towards the UE. If possible the AF forwards the service information to the UE that the PCRF would accept.

An AF may communicate with multiple PCRFs. The AF shall contact the appropriate PCRF based on either:

-
the end user IP Address; and/or

-
a UE identity that the AF is aware of.

NOTE 1:
By using the end user IP address, an AF is not required to acquire any UE identity in order to provide information, for a specific user, to the PCRF.

In case of private IP address being used for the end user, the AF may send additional PDN information (e.g. PDN ID) over the Rx interface. This PDN information is used by the PCRF for session binding, and it is also used to help selecting the correct PCRF.

For certain events related to policy control, the AF shall be able to give instructions to the PCRF to act on its own, i.e. based on the service information currently available as described in clause 6.1.5.

The AF may use the IP‑CAN bearer level information in the AF session signalling or to adjust the IP‑CAN bearer level event reporting.

The AF may request the PCRF to report on the signalling path status for the AF session. The AF shall cancel the request when the AF ceases handling the user.

NOTE 2:
The QoS authorization based on incomplete service information is required for e.g. IMS session setup scenarios with available resources on originating side and a need for resource reservation on terminating side.

The AF may request the PCRF to report on the change of type of IP‑CAN. In the case of 3GPP IP‑CAN, the information of the Radio Access Technology Type (e.g. UTRAN) shall be also reported to the AF.

********************* End of 3rd change ********************

********************* 4th change ********************

Annex L (normative):
Limited PCC Deployment

In roaming scenarios in which the PCC is deployed in the HPLMN but not the VPLMN, and a GW(BBERF) is used the following principles shall apply: 
-
The HPCRF and OCS shall support to detect based on information provided by the PCEF whether event reporting is currently restricted or not.

-
In case no such information is provided by the PCEF then the HPCRF and OCS shall detect based on local configuration according to roaming agreements that the event reporting is restricted. The OCS shall not set re/authorization triggers which would require event reporting that can not be generated.

********************* End of 4th change ********************

�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� � HYPERLINK "http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Information/DocNum_FTP_structure_V3.zip" ��Document numbers� are allocated by the Working Group Secretary.   Use the format of document number specified by the � HYPERLINK "http://www.3gpp.org/About/WP.htm" ��3GPP Working Procedures�.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter the specification number in this box. For example, 04.08 or 31.102. Do not prefix the number with anything . i.e. do not use "TS", "GSM" or "3GPP" etc.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter the CR number here. This number is allocated by the 3GPP support team.  It consists of at least four digits, padded with leading zeros if necessary.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter the revision number of the CR here. If it is the first version, use a "-".


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter the version of the specification here. This number is the version of the specification to which the CR was written and (normally) to which it will be applied if it is approved. Make sure that the latest version of the specification (of the relevant release) is used when creating the CR. If unsure what the latest version is, go to � HYPERLINK "http://www.3gpp.org/3G_Specs/3G_Specs.htm" ��� � HYPERLINK "http://www.3gpp.org/specs/specs.htm" ��http://www.3gpp.org/specs/specs.htm�.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� For help on how to fill out a field, place the mouse pointer over the special symbol closest to the field in question.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Mark one or more of the boxes with an X.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� SIM / USIM / ISIM applications.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter a concise description of the subject matter of the CR. It should be no longer than one line, but if this is not possible, do not enter hard new-line characters.  Do not use redundant information such as "Change Request number xxx to 3GPP TS xx.xxx".


One or more organizations (3GPP Individual Members) which drafted the CR and are presenting it to the Working Group.


For CRs agreed at Working Group level, the identity of the WG.  Use the format "xn" where �	x = "C" for TSG CT, "R" for TSG RAN, "S" for TSG SA, "G" for TSG GERAN; �PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  ���	n = digit identifying the Working Group; for CRs drafted during the TSG meeting itself, use "P". �Examples: "C4", "R5", "G3new", "SP".


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter the acronym for the work item which is applicable to the change. This field is mandatory for category F, A, B & C CRs for Release 4 and later. A list of work item acronyms can be found in the 3GPP work plan. See �� HYPERLINK "http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Specs/html-info/WI-List.htm" ��http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Specs/html-info/WI-List.htm� .


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter the date on which the CR was last revised.  Format to be interpretable by English version of MS Windows ® applications, e.g. 19/02/2006.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter a single letter corresponding to the most appropriate category listed. For more detailed help on interpreting these categories, see Technical Report �HYPERLINK "http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Specs/html-info/21900.htm"��21.900� "TSG working methods".


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter a single release code from the list below.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter text which explains why the change is necessary.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter text which describes the most important components of the change. i.e. How the change is made.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter here the consequences if this CR were to be rejected. It is mandatory to complete this section only if the CR is of category "F" (i.e. correction), though it may well be useful for other categories.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter the number of each clause which contains changes.   Be as specific as possible (ie list each subclause, not just the umbrella clause).


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Tick "yes" box if any other specifications are affected by this change.  Else tick "no".  You MUST fill in one or the other.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� List here the specifications which are affected or the CRs which are linked.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �� Enter any other information which may be needed by the group being requested to approve the CR. This could include special conditions for it's approval which are not listed anywhere else above.





